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RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 16 February 1865 ; — -for, 


COPY “ of the Repoet of Messrs. Brewer and Hardy, laid before the Treasury 
by the Master of the Rolls, in reference to the Publication of the Calendar 
of the Patent and Close Rolls of Ireland.’’ 


Treasury Chambers, 
17 February 1865. 


gj ri Rolls House, 4 October 1864. 

In conformity with your instructions, we left London on Thursday the 28tli of 
July. On our arrival at Dublin the next day, we proceeded at once to the Rolls 
Office. We informed Mr. Morrin of the purpose of our visit, and requested him 
to furnish us with the documents necessary for the due prosecution of our 
inquiry. . . , 

We were informed by Mr. Morrin that he had already been apprised by the 
Master of the Rolls in Ireland of our intended visit, and had received instructions 
to remain in Dublin during the investigation, in order that he might afford any 
explanation or assistance we should require. The Master of the Rolls in Ireland 
also directed Mr. Morrin to produce before us all the original documents con- 
nected with his calendars, and to remain in ihe office during the whole time we 
were there, even after the termination of the regular official hours. 

We are bound to state that not only the Master of the Rolls and his Deputy 
Keeper, Mr. Reillv, but even Mr. Morrin, appeared equally anxious for the fullest 
investigation of the charges adduced against the Irish Calendars. We had no 
obstacle to complain of; we were allowed the most unrestricted liberty m 
examining the office and its arrangements', in consulting and taking down the 
records contained in it, all of which we found in excellent order ; and, as the 
labour of our examination was very considerable, and necessarily occupied many 
hours of the day beyond the usual official attendance, we had to trespass on much 
of the leisure time both of Mr. Morrin and the Deputy Keeper for several weeks 
successively; and in the case of Mr. Morrin particularly, to keep him con- 
stantly employed in producing the documents we required, necessarily veiy 
numerous, considering how wide and various was the extent of our inquiry. 

We feel it incumbent on us to state, that Mr. Morrin’s assistance in these 
respects was most readily conceded to us, as was that of every other gentleman 
connected either with the Roils Office or arty other Record Office in Dublin which 
we bad occasion to visit, as your Honor will see in the sequel, for the adequate 

execution of our task. , . . 

We were specially instructed to inquire into the accuracy of certain allegations 
contained in a pamphlet, entitled “ Record Revelations,” ' in which the Irish 
Calendar of Mr. Morrin is severely criticised for its inaccuracies, omissions, and 
mistakes. These charges are numerous ; they are characterised by great ability, 
and have evidently been drawn up by an author acquainted with bis subject 
In fact we do not remember to have seen, in England or m Ireland, any work ot 
the same nature in which so much critical knowledge of this kind •'“been 
displayed, or which indicates a greater familiarity with archeological studies. 
The ability with which this pamphlet has been written, the deep interest it has 


* Published 1863. 
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excited everywhere in Ireland, the masterly and yet popular way in which the 
topics in it have been handled, the stringent criticisms to which it has subjected 
every page of Mr. Morrin’s work, are an evidence of the keenness with which 
these subjects are pursued in Ireland. They are also a proof of the importance 
attached to works of this nature by Irish scholars, and in some respects are an 
evidence that, in determining upon the publication of a Calendar of the Irish 
Patent Rolls, the Government was justified in supposing that the execution of 
such a work would be of the highest value and interest to the Irish historian. 

At the same time it was obvious that the charges brought against Mr. Morrin’s 
work could not be lightly disposed ot. The author of the pamphlet professed to 
speak in the name of Irish archivists in general. He had not contented himself 
with a general condemnation of the work, but had entered on specific charges, 
sometimes embracing points of the utmost importance, at others descending to 
minutice of spelling or involving the translation of obscure terms, respecting which 
the most careful scholars were not always agreed. . At one time Mr. Morrin’s 
judgment was arraigned as to the general plan and execution of his work ; at 
another time his ability to comprehend the documents with which he was dealing, 
or to express their meaning accurately and perspicuously, was brought in question. 

We felt, therefore, that such charges as these could not be disposed of in a 
summary manner — that justice both to the accuser and the accused required us 
to enter most minutely, carefully and impartially, not only on the examination of 
every one of the charges alleged by Mr. Morrin’s critic, but of Mr. Morrin’s work. 
Nothing less than this would satisfy the'public and the Government, and nothing 
short of this, we felt, was expected of us by the Master of the Rolls in Ireland, 
and by the Treasury, which had sanctioned this inquiry. 

But, in doing this, as your Honor will immediately perceive, the labour im- 
posed upon us was scarcely less than if we had been instructed to compose the 
work entirely anew. We had to examine every roll separately, to gather the 
meaning of each document apart, and then ascertain whether Mr. Morrin’s 
description of it might be considered as a fair and exact summary of it,s contents. 
We had further to ascertain whether names and dates, whether minute and 
technical descriptions in the Calendars coincided exactly with the originals ; 
whether Mr. Morrin was justified in omitting certain clauses, and describing 
others in greater or less detail (for this, it must be remembered, was a charge 
strongly insisted on by Mr. Morrin’s accuser) ; in short, we had to subject his 
work to the most strict and searching scrutiny, involving every point of its plan, 
design, and execution. 

In this conviction we collated every one of the entries in Mr. Morrin's 
Calendar, word for word with the originals, extending our inquiries in this way 
to 300 pages and more in the first volume, to 230 pages in the second, and 200 
pages in the third. Besides this, we have examined most minutely into every 
charge, whatever its nature, brought against Mr. Morrin in the pamphlet already 
referred to ; and we have given a general examination to the whole work besides. 
The results of our inquiries we now propose to submit to your Honor, and the 
suggestions we shall have the honour to make are founded upon a careful and 
precise examination of the contents of Mr. Morrin’s Calendar. 

But before submitting a summary of these results to your Honor, under the 
different I leads embraced by our Report, there are two points on which we think 
it indispensable to insist, both from their intrinsic importance, and the promi- 
nence given to them by the author of the pamphlet in question. We have stated 
already, that the interest excited by these criticisms, and the keenness and 
ability displayed in them, might be considered as an indication of the. value 
attached to these public documents by eminent Irish scholars. With their 
judgment our own, after most careful examination, entirely agrees. No class of 
records is of more importance to Irish history than the Irish Patent Rolls. 

“ Amid the vast heap of records and muniments,” observes a most eminent Irish 
antiquarian, “ which is to be found in the public archives of the country, none 
justly stand in higher estimation than the Patent Rolls of Chancery, whether 
considered in respect to the antiquity, utility, or variety of the documents with 
which they abound.”* They are, in fact, the appropriate repertory for “ the 
receipts and disbursements of the King’s Irish Government, its legislative enact- 
ments, 


• Dr. Erck, in his Preface to the Patent Rolls of James I. 
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merits, appointments of high officers of State, grants of privileges, tithes, terri- 
tories.”* On these Rolls were entered the letters directed from the Imperial 
Government in England to the Deputy and Council of Ireland, for the manage- 
ment of that kingdom, State papers, letters of privy seal, pardons, royal licences 
for manufactures, for mines, for exports and imports, the appointments of bishops, 
ministers, Irish and English officers to places of trust, distribution of patronage, 
lay and ecclesiastical, inquisitions, grants of lands, of naturalization, of English 
liberty ; in short, almost every sort of document which tends to throw light on the 
social condition of Ireland from the earliest period since its conquest by England, 
the mode in which it was governed, and the various efforts made at successive 
intervals by its English rulers to awe or entice it into submission. 

Independently of the interest which such a subject naturally offers to English- 
men as well as to Irishmen, as an integral portion of the history of the two 
kingdoms, it must be evident that, regarded merely as records of a most 
momentous period in the life of the two nations, such documents cannot be 
regarded with indifference ; without them the true history of Ireland never can 
be written; with the aid of them it has been reserved for some future his- 
torian to give the world a narrative of events surpassed by none in tragic 
interest or political significance. Hitherto it has been a universal complaint that 
no history of Ireland, worthy of that name, has been possible. The labours of 
the most diligent inquirers have been frustrated by the insuperable difficulty of 
arriving at the genuine sources of Irish history. Irish scholars and antiquarians 
have prosecuted, with a praiseworthy an&patriotic zeal, almost all other branches 
of their national literature and antiquities; but history proper, for the reasons 
already stated, has been comparatively neglected. Now, with the fresh aids 
afforded by the Government, and the access given by Calendars and Catalogues to 
the public muniments of the country, there is reason to hope that the future efforts 
of Irish scholars will be as much distinguished in the successful cultivation of 
this as it has been in other branches of their literature. 

On this point, as it seems to us, public opinion is unanimous. None of those 
who have condemned with the greatest severity Mr. Morrin’swork, or Mr. Morrill’s 
appointment, have ventured either to question the propriety of having such 
Calendars compiled at. the national expense, or to deny that preference should be 
given, in the first instance, to the Patent and Close Rolls. The resolution of the 
Government in this respect has been thankfully regarded by all parties alike, as 
a great “ public benefit and whatever differences of opinion may exist as to 
the way in which the task has been executed, no one doubts that the Master of 
the Rolls in Ireland has exercised a most sound discretion in selecting the Patent 
and Close Rolls as the primary object on which the Imperial funds entrusted to 
him should be expended. We presume that no competent scholar in Ireland 
WO uld venture to arraign his Honor’s decision in this respect. After a careful 
examination of these and other Irish records, and many years’ study of diplomatic 
and historical muniments, we do not know of ourselves what wiser decision could 
have been made by the Master of the Rolls, nor have we beard or seen it any- 
where stated that a different selection of documents would have been more 
useful or more acceptable to the public. It is needless to waste words on this 
subject, on which all seem to be agreed, or to justify the judgment of the Master 
of the Rolls, which no one with any knowledge of these subjects has yet ventured 

10 call in question. . 

Mr. Morrin was appointed by the Master of the Rolls, in Ireland, to carry this 
work into execution. At the period of Iris appointment Mr. Morrin held the 
office of “ Clerk of the Enrolments,” and by virtue of his official position 
he had not only superior opportunities for becoming intimately acquainted with 
the nature of these records, the special information contained in them, and the 
purposes for which they were searched by different classes of inquirers, but it 
was part of his duty to make himself master of their contents. Had he been 
urged by no higher motive than this, it would have been scarcely possible for him 
to avoid obtaining a greater amount of useful knowledge, in connection with these 
documents, than ordinarily falls to the lot of any other person not so situated. 
Necessarily, too, Mr.Marrinwascontinually brought into contact with legal, hterary, 
historical, and archteologieal inquirers, and his attention was continually directed 

to 


* “ Record Revelations,” p. 2. 
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to these records, and to their special bearings. But long before his official con- 
nection with the Record Office, Mr. Morrin’s studies had been turned in this direc- 
tion ; and to his reputation as a record scholar he was, in fact, indebted for his 
official appointment. For 25 years prior to that appointment there were very 
few great legal cases, we believe, involving research among the public records, and 
demanding this kind of experience, in which Mr. Morrin had not been engaged. 
As a record agent he was employed by the Crown solicitor in all cases where 
the Crown was concerned. In consequence of the Statute of Limitations, 3 & 
4 Will. IV., c. 27, he was retained in more than a hundred advowson cases. In the 
Galway, Limerick, Loughfoyle, Moy, Ballyshannon, and other fishery trials, he 
had to prosecute very extensive inquiries among the English and Irish records; to 
translate them for the solicitors employed in these trials ; to be examined at bar 
as to the nature, meaning, and interpretation of these documents. It cannot, 
therefore, be said that Mr. Morrin was appointed to the task of calendaring these 
documents as an unknown man, or an untried scholar; in fact, it maybe doubted 
whether the Master of the Rolls in Ireland, could have selected any editor .whose 
qualifications for deciphering and translating records had been more frequently 
and more publicly tested than Mr. Morrin’s.* 

Nor was this all. When the labours of the late Irish Record Commissioners 
had been abruptly brought to a close by the revocation of its powers in 1830, 
among the works left by them in an unfinished state was a Calendar of the 
Patent Rolls of James I. It will be sufficient to state that this work was pre- 
pared and sent to the press under tSffe superintending care of an eminent 
archgeologist, f whose labours have received the highest commendations from 
Irish scholars, and not the least from the author of the pamphlet so frequently 
referred to.J That volume deservedly enjoys a high reputation ; but it was 
completed and finished (as we are informed) from page 372 to page 596 by Mr. 
Morrin and Mr. Hatched, at that time Clerk of Enrolments, without any remune- 
ration for their services. It cannot therefore be said, with any degree of justice, 
that Mr. Morrin had given no proof of his acquaintance with the documents he 
was appointed to calendar, or with the correct method of making such a Calendar. 
The pages added by Mr. Morrin and Mr. Hatched will stand comparison with 
those prepared and published by Mr. Hardiman for the Record Commission. 
We think, therefore, that the stigma thrown out against Mr. Morrin, as ,c a clerk 
in one of the Dublin Law Courts, totally unknown in the world of letters,”^ and 
other expressions of obloquy applied to Mr. Morrin and his appointment by the 
Master, are scarcely justified by the facts of the case. 

It also seems to us that, in the pamphlet referred to, statements are made of 
a nature to confuse the public mind, and disparage Mr. Morrin’s qualifications 
for his task, by insisting upon his ignorance of the ancient Irish tongue, and 
it is assumed, more than once, that none but “ competent Irish scholars”! are 
fitted to deal with public rods and records.^ Now the documents upon which 
Mr. Morrin was employed are written exclusively in the Latin or English 
language, as used in official documents of this class in the reign of Henry VIII. 
and his successors. We have not been able to discover a single roll in which 
either the Irish language was used, or for the correct translation or interpretation 
of which a knowledge of the Irish language was indispensable. That some 

acquaintance 


' These facts seem to us to justify entirely the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
the author of the pamphlet endeavours to assail, — that the Editor (Mr. Morrin) “ was well known 
for his skill and knowledge in connexion with this particular branch of his duties.” See “ Record 
Revelations,” p. 96. 

f Hardiman. 

j “Record Revelations,” pp. 3, 93, 121. 

§ lb., p. 10. 

|| Ib ', p. 7. 

IT “ On all questions connected with the ancient Public Records of Ireland there are two bodies 
pre-eminently qualified to pronounce authoritatively— the Royal Irish Academy and the Irish 
Archaeological Society.” — “ Record Revelations,” p. 8. There is an ambiguity in the author’s use 
of this word records. If it be applied to ancient manuscripts and historical documents written in 
the Irish tongue, the assertion is so obvious that no one would venture to dispute it. If, on the 
other hand, it means — the only sense in which it is applicable to Mr. Morrin’s labours and Mr. 
Morrin’s appointment — “ records,” such as the Patent and Close Rolls preserved in the Rolls Office 
in Dublin, we doubt much whether these learned societies would accept the honour thus claimed 
for them. Hitherto, at all events, amongst all their services to the literature of Ireland, they have 
never come forward as experts in this kind of record lore. 
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acquaintance with the ancient Irish is a great acquisition, we do not deny ; but 
for the translation or deciphering of the Patent Rolls, it is no otherwise valuable 
than a knowledge of Anglo-Saxon is to the student of mediaeval Latin or of State 
papers written in the reign of Henry VIII. or Queen Elizabeth. As might have 
been expected ; for these documents emanated, in both countries, either from the 
English sovereign or from his council in Ireland. Irish language was the very- 
last they would have employed.* In fact, precisely the same qualifications, and 
no others, are required for calendaring the Patent Rolls of Ireland as are required 
for calendaring the English Patent Rolls of the same period. And if this author, 
by insisting on Mr. Morrin’s ignorance of the Irish language wished his readers 
to infer that those Rolls were written in Irish, or contained Irish phrases, for 
the correct interpretation of which a knowledge of Irish was indispensable, he 
has led them into a grave error. 

The charges against Mr Morrin’s Calendar are summed up in the following 
passage from the pamphlet entitled “ Record Revelations 1 shall proceed to 

demonstrate that the Prefaces to these two volumes, although purporting to be 
the result of lengthened original documentary researches, are, in the main, 
abstracted verbatim, without acknowledgment, from previously published works ; 
that the portions of the Prefaces not so abstracted are replete with errors ; that 
the annotations are of the same character with the Prefaces ; that the Prefaces 
evince ignorance even of the nature of Patent and Close Rolls ; that the Calendar 
or body of the work, as here edited, is, in general, unsatisfactory, and defective 
for either historical or legal purposes ; that the title-pages are incorrect, as the 
volumes do not include a single Close Rod ; that, although now given to the 
world as an original work, portions of these Calendars were before printed, and 
the entire prepared for the press by the Irish Record Commission, more than 
thirty years ago.”f 

These are the charges which the author of the pamphlet in question under- 
takes to demonstrate ; and they are, it must be admitted, of so grave a nature 
that we have preferred, to avoid all possibility of mis-statement, to give them in 
the exact words of the author. 

The accusation, it will be seen, falls under two main heads: the one affects 
the prefaces and annotations, the other the Calendar or main body of the work ; 
and it is under these two heads that we propose to range our observations, 
taking the latter head, as the more important, in the first place. The question 
of the prefaces is, we presume, a mere literary question, involving points of 
authorship and literary honesty, but not necessarily affecting the use or accuracy 
of the Calendar itself. Supposing that the charges against the prefaces were fully 
substantiated, the Calendar, as a repertory and index of the Patent and Close 
Rolls, which is the essential point, might be perfectly sufficient for all the 
purposes contemplated by the Government in undertaking the work. But if the 
body of the work be as replete with errors, deficiencies and omissions as is 
stated in the pamphlet, then it must be allowed that the work itself is entirely 
useless ; and it would be superfluous to enter on the minor consideration of the 
literary merit or good faith displayed in the prefaces. 

The charges, then, affecting the main body of the work — that is, the text as 
contradistinguished from the notes arid prefaces — are as follow : — 

1. That it is unsatisfactory and defective for either historical or legal pur- 
poses. Under this head must be reckoned omissions of a “ vast number of 
important grants,” for which, the pamphlet states, ‘-'no justification can be 
offered.”! 

2. That the title pages are incorrect, “ as the volumes do not include a single 
Close Roll.” 

3. That ‘‘portions of these Calendars were before printed, and the entire 
prepared for the press by the Irish Record Commission more than thirty 
years ago.” 

* It was a special point with the Crown, when making certain grants, that the grantee should 
never use the Irish language, or permit any of his family or servants to use it. 

f “ Record Revelations,” p. 1 1 . 

X lb. p. 142. 
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I. Omissions affecting the Body of the Work. 

In confirmation of this charge of omission, which the author of the pamphlet 
rightly considers as the most formidable, for, if established, the value of these 
Calendars would be entirely destroyed, he produces four examples of grants 
made to Spenser, the poet, which he accompanies with the following remark : — 
“ The serious disservice done to English literary history by the imperfect mode 
in which the Calendars have been put forth is strongly illustrated by the fore- 
going omissions in connection with so eminent a writer.”* He reiterates this 
charge still more positively, a few lines after, in reference to Lewis Bryskett, 
“ an intimate friend of Spenser,” whose grant of the office of Registrar of the 
Chancery of Ireland in 1577 Mr. Morrin is accused of omitting from his 
Calendar. f The accusation is frequently repeated in different phrases, e.g 
“ important patents .... passed under the Great Seal are entirely omitted in 
the Calendars “ a complete catalogue of these omitted patents would occupy an 
extent nearly equal to that of the so-called ‘ Calendars ’ “ it will suffice to men- 
tion here (p. 137) the following specimens of the numerous similar grants unno- 
ticed in these volumes, which have been officially certified as 4 quite complete 
and without any omissions’.” It is impossible, we think, to deny that the plain 
and obvious purpose of these remarks is to charge Mr. Morrin with having 
been guilt)' of unpardonable neglect and carelessness in omitting from his Calendars 
entries of great importance found upon the Rolls. 

We have to state that we could discover no foundation for these statements. 
We cannot find that Mr. Morrin has been guilty of any one of the omissions of 
which he is here so positively and’ repeatedly accused. Not one of the grants, 
which the archivist asserts exist upon the Rolls, is to be found upon the Rolls. 
We have examined the Rolls with great care and minuteness, and we repeat, that 
there are no such documents to be found on the Chancery Rolls as is here asserted 
by the author of “ Record Revelations.”! As we cannot suppose that the writer 
would be guilty of a wilful perversion of the truth, we are driven to believe — 
strange as it may seem — that he has never examined the original Rolls, but has 
satisfied himself with condemning Mr. Morrin solely on presumption. He has 
assumed that these omissions existed, without having taken the precaution to 
ascertain the fact by reference to the Rolls themselves. Assertions so precipitately 
made and repeated imply not only an absence of that caution with which accu- 
sations of so grave a nature ought to be brought forward, and a want of what is 
due to literary justice in a matter deeply affecting individual character, but they 
betray very considei able ignorance on a subject which he criticises so freely, not to 
say hastily. The grants mentioned by him do indeed exist, but not on the Patent 
Rolls ; and his blunder consists in the assumption that all grants must have been 
enrolled which ought to -have been enrolled. To persons well acquainted with 
records of this nature it is well known that many grants are not found enrolled even 
in England, where the practice of enrolment and the preservation of such records 
were more strictly observed than in Ireland. A little attention to Mr. Morrin’s 
prefaces, condemned by this writer in no measured terms, might have saved him 

from 


* “ Record Revelations,” p. 140. 

f “ Likewise omitted from these so-called Calendars of the Chancery records,” p. 142. 

t On this point the language of the pamphlet appears studiously ambiguous. Thus, at 
page 145, it is stated: — “ The entries (in the Calendar) which purport to be full of abstracts of 
enrolments will, when tested, be for the most part found to omit important lands and other heredita- 
ments enumerated on the original roll;” and then follows an “ abstract of grant as printed in the 
Calendars,” compared with what professes to be a “correct abstract of grant as on the Roll” 
(p. 145 sq.). The obvious inference from such language is, that the author of the pamphlet had 
examined Mr. Morrin’s Calendar with the original Rolls, and founded his charges on this 
examination. And yet we find it stated at p. 61 of the same pamphlet The most conclusive 
mode of testing the accuracy of the entries in the Calendars would be by collating them with 
the original Rolls, of which they are alleged to be abstracts ; but such a course is precluded by 
the official intimation quoted at p. 6, that the paid keepers of these documents ‘ have not time to 
attend to ' historical inquiries and we then learn that these charges of omissions brought by the 
pamphlet against Mr. Morrin arc made on the authority of some third person or persons (“inde- 
pendent sources ”) — charges which the author of the pamphlet had not substantiated by personal 
examination. We have found no instance in which access was denied to literary inquirers wishing 
to consult the records. That they were ever prevented from collating the abstracts with the 
originals is, we are assured, simply untrue. 
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from this mistake. “ It must not be supposed,” says Mr. Morrin, in his preface to 
his second volume, “ that the Patent and Close Rolls contain all the records 
transmitted for preservation and enrolment to Chancery during the period those 
Rolls emorace; on the contrary, they contain a very small portion of those inva- 
luable documents. From the beginning of the reign of Henry VIII . to the end 
of the reign of Elizabeth, 6,625 royal fiats* or warrants reached the Rolls Office 
for enrolment and preservation. Very few of those were then, or at all, as they 
should have been, copied on the roll.” We may add that grants involving 
money payments would be, for obvious reasons, recorded in the Exchequer, even 
when no notice of them was preserved on the Chancery Rolls. It was from 
ignorance of this distinction that Mr. Morrin’s critic, finding probably such 
notices in the books of the Exchequer, jumped to the erroneous conclusion that 
they must have been enrolled, and fell into the serious mistake of charging Mr. 
Morrin with omitting from his pages patents which “ would occupy an extent 
nearly equal to that of the so-called Calendars.” Such accusations detract 
greatly from the credit of the archivist, and from the merits of his pamphlet ; and 
we regret to state that this is not the only instance of grave error, as we shall have 
to show hereafter. 

Closely connected with this charge is another, j' in which Mr. Morrin is some- 
what inconsistently condemned for entering upon his Calendars notices of 
appointments actually occurring on the Rolls. ‘‘The mere dates of important 
official appointments in Ireland (says the archivist) having been long before 
the world in printed books, it was superfluous to reproduce them, unless accom- 
panied by the patents detailing the extent and nature of the offices conferred.” 
But, without noticing the fact that it is often of the utmost importance to ascer- 
tain the authority for statements made in printed books, and that any such 
omission, as proposed by the archivist, would entirely obliterate the means of 
tracing their authority, we must observe that Mr. Morrin was not at liberty to 
omit any entries found upon the Rolls, or adopt a principle of selection. As an 
official repertory, his Calendar would have been worthless; as a literary work it 
would have exposed him to greater obloquy than any omissions of subordinate 
denominations of estates and townships which have called down upon him the 
severe denunciations of the archivist. We must add that, whenever such appoint- 
ments do occur on the original Rolls, they are correctly described in Mr. Morrin’s 
Calendar: he has not withheld the necessary. details, provided that they existed 
on the Rolls: and it is not just to prejudice the public against Mr. Morrin for 
withholding information when such information is not found in the original 
record. 

At page 164 the archivist thus sums up his objections to the text of Mr. 
Morrin’s Calendar, which we prefer, for convenience sake, to consider here 
before we pass on to the other two heads of the subject : “ That a large por- 
tion of the « text,' purporting to be the result of original research, is composed of 
plagiarisms from printed books ; and that no conclusive evidence has been 
adduced to show that the remainder ot the so-called ‘ text ’ has not been abstracted 
from the Calendar of the same Patent Rolls, formerly prepared at the public 
expense.” 

This is, in fact, two charges under one head ; but as the archivist has chosen 
to place, them in this form, we are under the necessity of adopting the same 
arrangement. 

With regard, then, to the former part of this statement, “ that a large portion 
of the text” had been plagiarised from printed books, we must call your Honour’s 
attention to the facts as stated by the archivist himself. 

Mr. Morrin’s Calendars consist of three volumes : the first contains 560 pages 
of text ; the second, 640 pages ; the third, 658 ; or 1,858 pages in all. For this 
assertion, “ that a large portion of the text” of these volumes is composed of 

plagiarisms. 


* This title taken from the first word on the document, ought strictly to be written fiant; sc., 
“ Fiant liter® 'paten tes but the singular, fiat, as equivalent to warrant, has become so naturalised 
in the English language, that it seems needless pedantry to insist on retaining the plural, still 
more to found upon the disuse of it a charge of ignorance, as the archivist has done at p. 4 o. We 
may observe, in passing, that what is stated by this writer of the nature of these documents is 
not free from error, nor is his assertion strictly accurate that a Calendar of them was made by tne 
Irish Record Commission. 

+ “ Record Revelations,” p. 64. 
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plagiarisms, the archivist is satisfied with comparing half a page at the commence- 
ment ol the first volume with an imperfect Calendar of Henry VIII., prepared by 
the Irish Commissioners in the year 1830. In relation to the rest of Mr.Morrin's 
first volume, he brings no proof whatever of the accuracy of his assertion ; none to 
the second or the third. Admitting, by way of argument, that the charge was proved 
in relation to this half-page of the first volume, we think that the archivist was 
not justified on so slender a proof in his sweeping assertion “ that a larqe portion 
of the text” was plagiarised. Wethinkalso that a writer anxious to do justice to 
his opponent, or conduct a controversy within the ordinary bounds of fairness 
would have hesitated before pronouncing such a decision, until he had further tested 
the truth of his assertion, or enabled his readers to do so by precise indications 
0 such plagiarisms in the general body of a work extending to many hundreds of 
pages, To have substantiated his charge he was bound to show” that similar 
appropriations might be detected elsewhere beyond that of a solitary fragment. 

But upon examining more minutely into the subject, it will be found that 
these so-called plagiarisms consist of similarity of words and phrases used in 
describing the contents of a few formal and unimportant documents of no great 
length; where, if rightly described, it would hardly be possible for any two 
calendared to vary much in their modes of expression ; nay, more, in proportion as 
they understood their work, and epitomised such documents accurately, both would 
proceed in the same manner, and adopt the same formal expressions, as such 
expressions are determined by the essential clauses of the document. If there 
were any great variation between them, the one would be right and the other 
wrong But we need go no further than the specimen produced by the archivist 
himself to disprove his statement. It will be seen by that specimen that there 
are clauses and not merely accidental expressions, in Mr. Morrin’s abstracts not 
to he found in the Calendar of the Irish Record Commissioners, and which 
could not, by any possibility, have been taken by Mr. Morrin except from the 
Rolls themselves. These additions are numerous and important, as we can 
testify after a strict and verbal collation of the two Calendars with the original 
Rolls Whatever use therefore, Mr. Morrin may have made of the unfinished 
ualendar of the Irish Record Commissioners, it is certain that he has not merely 
reproduced it, but that his work is based upon original research. Either there- 
fore these facts, so important, for a fair judgment of the whole case, were ’known 
to the archivist and suppressed, or he has made this charge without due 
examination of the subject. 

•In summing up this head of his accusation the archivist complains “that no 
cone usive evidence has been adduced to show that the remainder of the so-called 
text has not been abstracted from the Calendar of the Patent Rolls formerly pre- 
pared at the public expense; - ’ in other words, he has charged Mr. Morrin with 
abstracting the contents of his three volumes from a Calendar which he assumes 
was prepared by the Irish Record Commissioners in 1830. This charge, equally 
injurious to Mr. Morrin, the Government, and the Master of the Rolls is 
repeated again and again under various forms of insinuation or positive asertion. 
lhus, at p. 70, he says:— “ Why the country should have been taxed for this 
alleged new examination and epitomising (by Mr. Morrin) appears inexplicable, 
since all the Rolls included m these two volumes were translated and calendared 
more than thirty years ago, under the superintendence of James Har diman, for 
the Irish Record Commission, at the cost of the nation.” A little further on it 
is stated, that “ the printing; of this Calendar (i.e., by the Irish Commissioners'), 
commencing with Henry VIII., was actually executed in 1830, to the end of the 
reign oj II award VI., including every roll contained from p. 1 top. 299 of the 
newly produced Calendar.”* And still more positively and precisely, at p. 72 
the archivist adds Whether the unacknowledged appropriation of the com- 
£ 10 " ot . ,830 ke 7 t0 the wonderfully rapid execution of the Calendars of 
18b]-2; why a defective and inaccurate work like the latter should have been 
preferred to that executed under so eminent a scholar as Hardiman; and why 
the public funds should have been expended to reproduce in an imperfect and 
comparatively valueless mode that which had been at the cost of the nation pre- 
viously 


* The Italics are the author’s. He lias tacitly withdrawn this 
edition, but without any other acknowledgment of his error ! 
the charge stands as in the text. 


part of his statement in his second 
In the copy sent to the Treasury 
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viously compiled in a superior and satisfactory form, and even partly printed, 
are questions which will no doubt receive your Lordships’ serious attention.” 

\. In these passages it is unequivocally asserted : that the Irish Record Com- 
missioners had produced and partly printed a Calendar co-extensive with Mr 
Mornn s. 

2. That that Calendar was executed in a superior and satisfactory manner, as 
compared with Mr. Morrin’s. 

3. That it was reproduced by Mr. Morrin in an imperfect and comparatively 
valueless mode. 

It will, we think, scarcely be credited that the archivist, who speaks so minutely 
and so decisively of this manuscript Calendar, and unhesitatingly asserts that it was 
copied by Mr. Morrin, had never compared a single page of it with Mr. Morrin’s 
work, had, in fact, never seen it, and — what is more startling — did not so much 
as know where it was to be found ! Yet, of a work he bad never seen, he does 
not scruple to state that it was 44 compiled in a superior and satisfactory form,” 
and to institute a comparison between it and the labours of Mr. Morrin. Ex- 
traordinary as this will appear, it is certain, from his own involuntary admission, 
that the archivist had not seen this Calendar, or bad any personal knowledge of 
its existence ; for he says, at p. 72 : — “ The remainder of the Calendar of 1 830, in- 
cluding all the Rolls of which abstracts are given in the new Calendar ( i.e ., Mr. 
Morrin’s), from the beginning of the reign of Mary to the end of that of Elizabeth, 
was not printed, in consequence of the breaking up of the Irish Record Commis- 
sion ; and the manuscript of it, extending to upwards of 12,000 pages, with 
indices occupying 5,41.2 pages, continues, as public ■property , no doubt . , in safe 
and responsible custody .” We have ventured lo italicise the last sentence, as fur- 
nishing conclusive proof that the archivist did not know, of himself, of the exist- 
ence of this manuscript, or the place where it was deposited ; otherwise he 
would at once have preferred, in confirmation of his charges, to have referred his 
readers to the original manuscript and the place of its custody, and not em- 
ployed the vague expression, indicative of his own uncertainty and ignorance — 

“ continues, no doubt, in safe and responsible custody.” 

There is sufficient, reason for believing, as we shall show presently, that no such 
catalogue ever existed as that to which the archivist refers ; but, supposin'! that there 
had been, before he ventured to charge Mr. Morrin with reproducing it “ in an 
imperfect and comparatively valueless mode,” the archivist ought at all events to 
have taken the requisite means for substantiating his assertion by an actual com- 
parison of this Calendar with Mr. Morrin’s ; otherwise the charge assumes the 
nature of a calumny. Without such examination, how could the archivist have 
possibly known in what state the manuscript had been left ? How was it possible 
for him to know whether it had been reproduced by Mr. Morrin? or whether Mr. 
Morrin, so far from reproducing the manuscript, had even seen it? For these 
assertions, repeated with all the confidence of ocular demonstration, we cannot 
find a .scintilla of evidence : more than this, as we have already stated, so far from 
Mr. Morrin plagiarising its contents, there is the strongest reason for believing that 
Mr. Morrin could never have consulted it. No trace of its existence is °to be 
found in any of the public offices in England or in Ireland. No officer of any of 
these establishments and no archaeologist in Ireland has ever seen such a manu- 
script. It is superfluous to say that it was never in the hands of Mr. Morrin. 

The accusation appeared to us of such grave importance, — if true, to warrant 
the censures applied by the archivist to Mr. Morrin’s work, and, if untrue, to 
detract so much from his credit, — that we resolved to give it our best atten- 
tion, and spare no labour to investigate it thoroughly. For this purpose we 
called upon Sir Bernard Burke, Keeper of the Records of the Birmingham Tower, 
where the Irish Commissioners were accustomed to carry on their labours, and 
where all their papers were deposited on the breaking up of the Commission. 
We explained the nature of our visit to Sir Bernard, who expressed his willing- 
ness to assist us in our inquiry. On proceeding to the room which had been 
occupied by the Commissioners, we found that all the papers, left by them in 
great disorder, had been carefully arranged, tied up in brown paper bundles and 
labelled, under the direction of Sir Bernard Burke. Upon a careful examiuation 
of these bundles, we found a variety of transcripts or copies from the Patent 
Rolls, ranging from Henry VI. to George III., containing in all about 2,693 
35- B pages, 
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pages, partially corrected, as if for press, in red ink. The transcripts were in the 
original language of the rolls themselves, and had been made by some clerk in the 
employment of the Record Commissioners, as it seemed to us, with a view to their 
publication in extenso for a work they had proposed, entitled Acta Regia , similar 
in its contents to Rymer’s Fcedera. There was no Calendar ; and the only 
manuscript which in any degree approached to this description was a voluminous 
index, extending to many thousand pages of names and places occurring in the 
patent rolls of Edward VI., Philip and Mary, and Elizabeth. We repeated our 
search at a subsequent period, examining the memoranda, agenda, and correspond- 
ence of the Commissioners, of which several bulky packages are preserved in the 
same Record Tower, but with no other result. An independent examination 
was made by Sir Bernard Burke, and the whole contents of the muniment 
room carefully turned over, but with no better success. The result of his search 
will be found in his letter appended to this Report. “ I have,” says Sir Bernard, 
“made personally the minutest search, and examined, myself, all the documents 
and manuscripts of the Commissioners ; and I can report, with positive certainty, 
that no such manuscript Calendars are in my charge.’’ It is not to be found in 
the Rolls Office, or in any of the record offices in Dublin, all of which we visited 
and examined. It had never been seen by Mr. Hardinge or any other record 
officer, so far as we were able to ascertain. By Mr. Hatched, Mr. Morrin’s pre- 
decessor in office, who was contemporary with the Commissioners, we were 
positively assured that no such Calendar had ever been prepared. We also 
received a letter to the same effect from Mr. Hatched, which we here insert, in 
consequence of the important testimony contained in it. 

“ Rolls Office, Chancery, Dublin, 

“ Gentlemen, “ 26 August 1864. 

“ Referring to my conversation with you relative to the Calendar of the Patent 
and Close Rolls of Chancery, I beg to inform you that no Calendar was ever made 
by the late Commissioners of Public Records to those rods, subsequent to the 
24 pages of the reign of Henry VIII. (proof-sheets of which, as well as I can 
recollect, were printed), save a portion of the reign of James I. 

“ 1 filled the office of Clerk of Enrolments for many years before the suspension 
of the late Record Commission in 1830, and it was not possible for any person to 
have access to the rolls of Edward VI., Philip and Mary, and Elizabeth, for the 
purpose of making a Calendar to them, without my knowledge. 

“ I beg further to observe that no such Calendar could have been in existence 
without my knowledge, as mv official occupations rendered me very familiar with 
all that had been done by the Record Commissioners. 

“ I am, &c. 

“ (signed) Geo. Hatchell. 


These testimonies appear to us decisive ; and, in fact, the error of the archivist 
seems to have arisen from a misunderstanding of the statements made by the 
Irish Commissioners. In the report of their labours, circulated for public use, and 
dated in 1829, the Commissioners use the following words : — “ The printing of the 
Calendar of the reign of Henry VIII. completed ; and the collation and revision of 
the Calendar of the succeeding reign proceeded on.” This language would not 
necessarily imply any more than that the n umuscript was under revision, and not 
that any sheets, or any portion of it, had been committed to press ; still less, as 
the archivist assumes, that “the printing of this Calendar, commencing with 
Henry VIII., was actually executed in 1830, to the end of the reign of 
Edward VI., including every roll contained from page 1 to page 299 of the first 
volume of the newly produced calendar.” It is clear, from a statement made by 
the secretary, Mr. Shaw Mason, on 24th June 1830, and ordered by the House 
of Commons to be printed, that this assumption is erroneous. The Calendar of 
these Commissioners never advanced beyond the reign of Henry VIII. Mr. 
Shaw Mason says : — “ The manuscript materials for this volume has (sic) been 
prepared for press ; the text of the calendar of the reign of Henry VIII. has been 
printed off', and the sub-commissioner is now engaged on that of Edward VI. 
language incompatible with the assertion of the archivist that the printing of the 
Calendar had been actually executed to the end of the reign of Edward VI., 

including 
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including every roll contained in the corresponding portions of Mr. Morrin’s 
volume. 

The labours of the Irish Record Commissioners ceased with this Report,* and 
none of their works advanced any further. And we cannot think it probable that, 
when they were desirous of setting forth in the most favourable light the extent 
of their labours, they would have failed to take credit (as they might have justly 
done) for the completion and printing of so “ important and superior ” a work 
with which the archivist, in his anxiety to depreciate Mr. Morrin’s labours, is 
willing to credit them. If such a work had been completed, how is it that no 
trace of it, in the shape of draft, memoranda, or revised sheets, is to be found 
among their papers ? 

But whatever may be the facts in regard to the preparation of this Calendar, 
it is certain that, so far as Mr. Morrin is concerned, it is the same as if it had 
never existed. It is not in the Rolls Office or in the Birmingham Tower, or in 
any record repository. Mr. Morrin assures us that he had never seen it ; nor 
can we find any one who has In dealing with such serious accusations as those 
produced by the archivist, we wish to avoid all asperity ; but it is not easy to pass 
over without some comment his unjustifiable insinuation, “ that the unacknow- 
ledged appropriation [by Mr. Morrin] of the compilation of 1830 is the key to the 
wonderfully rapid execution of the Calendars of 1861-2.” So odious a charge 
as this ought never to have been made, except on the clearest and most unexcep- 
tionable evidence.]' The completion by Mr. Morrin of three volumes of Calendars 
in so short a period is a remarkable fact ; but the rapidity of his progress is not 
due to the labours of others ; and we regret that a writer of so much ability as 
the archivist should have attempted to disparage the work of another by a charge 
of dishonesty founded solely on his own misapprehension. 

We have thus disposed of the two substantial objections made by the archivist 
to the text of Mr. Morrin’s Calendars, one referring to omissions of grants, the 
other to the appropriation of the labours of the Commission of 1830; both of 
which we consider are fully disproved. His other objections apply to matters of 
details or differences of opinion as to the plan and execution of the work. In 
many of his remarks we agree with him, and cannot but regret the tone in which 
his remarks have been made, and his obvious anxiety to push his advantage to the 
uttermost, and to produce an impression upon his readers that, in consequence of 
partial errors and defects, Mr. Morrin’s whole work is valueless. “ Composed of 
plagiarisms” — “ defective and valueless “ defective and useless ” — “ defective 
and inaccurate ” — “ chaotic combination of errors, defects, and omissions '’ — 
“ unsatisfactory ancj defective for either historical or legal purposes ’’ — these and 
similar phrases are scattered broadcast throughout the pages of the archivist. 
Not a single word of acknowledgment is to be found in his animadversions of 
Mr. Morrin’s industry, not a solitary, expression of gratitude to the Master of the 
Rolls for his efforts in rendering accessible to Irish scholars and historians the 

most 


* 6th July 1830. The Report was ordered by the Commons to be printed 7th July the same 
year. 

It will be seen that Mr. Shaw Mason states that “ the manuscript materials for this volume has 
(sic) been prepared for press.” We have not been able to find any trace of those materials, nor 
have they been seen by any one in the Record Offices in Dublin, as far as we could discover. 
The assertion of Mr. Hatched that no such manuscript ever existed is substantiated by Mr. Groves, 
one of the sub-commissioners, in the evidence given by him before a Committee of the House ot 
Commons, in 1836. Mr. Groves states (p. 479) : — “ The volume between Henry VII. and Eliza- 
beth was merely commenced ; I believe there were about three or four sheets printed.” 

f Mr. Morrin’s assurance, that he had never seen the Calendar referred to by the archivist, will 
scarcely be required after what we have already stated. It is due to him, however, that it should 
be as publicly recorded here as the accusation has been publicly circulated. “ This charge,” says 
Mr. Morrin, “ would be a very serious one, if true ; but the fact is, no portion of the Calendars 
contained in my volumes were ever heretofore printed, save 24 pages of the reign of Henry VIII. 
If further or other Calendars were prepared by the late Record Commissioners, they are not now 
in existence, so far as I know or can learn: if in existence, they should properly be found in this 
office. No person here has ever seen them. The Record Commission was suddenly suspended 
about 30 years ago, and the papers which the sub-commissioners then had in their possession 
became dispersed, and some of the sub-commissioners retained the papers (not the originals) on 
which they were engaged. I have never seen these alleged manuscript calendars, or any portion of 
them, and I have been unable to find any person acquainted with their existence. As a matter of 
fact, every line of the Calendars, including the 24 pages which had been printed, was taken down 
by me and compared with the original rolls, and was not derived from any existing Calendar or 
other source. This can be proved by all the gentlemen in the office, who saw me employed at 
the work, and assisted me in correcting the proofs.” 

35- B 2 
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most valuable class of records in his keeping. Such a book, compiled from 
authentic and original documents, hitherto little known, must either be bad indeed 
or the mind of the critic most unhappily constituted, which can discover nothin^ 
but one universal blot in three volumes of 1,800 pages. Some allowance ought 
to have been made for differences of judgment, and some indulgence conceded 
to errors m a work so long and so laborious “ heavy (as this writer terms it) 
with the dulness of the past.”* Words occur in these ancient and obscure docu- 
ments as to the exact deciphering of which differences of opinion exist among 
the most experienced archeologists. '1 here are technical and obsolete terms not. 
to be found in any glossary or dictionary ; exceptional phrases for the precise in- 
terpretation of which no help whatever exists. If such works are not entirelv 
free from errors, a candid judge would consider whether the errors existed in 
such number and proportion as to neutralize the value of the whole and 
destroy its trustworthiness. There are weak points in every book: on certain 
subjec-s an editor is better informed than on others: to overlook all that is 
excellent, and fasten only on defects, still more, to represent those defects as a 
M Pe w nd S P? 01 "“ n ° f ev , er y P a S e . is uncundid. Yet this is the ordeal to which 
Mi Morrm s Calendars have been subjected with unsparing severity. 

1 assmg, then from the charges of plagiarism and omission, «e come to the 
third bead, viz. : 1 hat the grants of titles and offices given in these volumes are 

defect! \e and valueless, as they omit the important clauses of the patents.”!- This 
charge appears to us to have been made by the archivist without consulting the 
origins 1 roHs. He assumes that the originals, of which the abstracts are liven 
by Mr Morrm, contained “ numerous clauses of the highest interest,” omitted 
by that gentleman, and brings three instances to prove his assumption. His 
instances and his assumptions are equally unfortunate. In the first of the three 
instances alleged by him the patent had been already set forth in detail by Mr. 
Morrm (Calendar I., p. 370), and it would have been unpardonable in Mr Morrin 
to have repeated it ; of the second ( 16 & 17 Eliz.) Mr. Morrin had informed his 
readers (p. 554) that the original roll did not exist, but that the deficiency had 
been supplied by him from an old official Calendar; the same remark applies to 
the third. We must report, therefore, that this charge, like the former is 
without any foundation. ’ 

The next charge is “ that the grants of pardons as here published are defective 
and useless, because the Calendars, for the most part, do not specify the causes 
oi offences for which the pardons were granted.”:); The assertion 'as thus set 
forth without any qualification, is incorrect. So far from Mr. Morrin’s Calendar 
not stating “ for the most part” the causes for which the pardons were granted, 
th»™MS I Tw d t0 sp eo, fy; them whenever such specifications appeared upon 
the rol .§ And before the archivist was in a condition to prefer such a charge 
Mr° U Mnrrir V the • originals, and stated specifically in what instances 

Mr. Morrin had been guilty of the omissions with which he is taxed. It is verv 
true, as this critic observes, that “ had the precise nature of each pardon been 
accurately specified, such information might have furnished important links of 
the highest value lo historical investigators ;”|| but either he is ignorant of the 
fact that pardons were frequently granted in general terms for no specific offence 
as m numerous instances given in Mr. Morrin’s Calendar, or, knowing the fact’ 
he did not allow it due weight. So iar as our own observations have extended, 

and they are founded upon a close comparison of Mr. Morrin’s abstracts with 
the originals,— we have found the instances very rare in which Mr. Morrin has 
omitted the causes of the pardon, whenever such causes were recorded in the roll 

into whil^th! | ai : n0 ? , bu ‘ ex P r " ss regret at the remarkable inconsistency 
into which the aicluvist has suffered himself to be betrayed by his animosity 

against 


■ “ The justice of my remarks on this point will be admitted when I mention that the ancient 
and obscure records given m these [two] volumes, as having been separately deeiSered S 
-SlSl-Jr fanner, amount to^e enorlns 

t “Record Revelations,” pp. 164 and 64. 
j Ibid, p. 165. 

kdifflcVt 3 ’ 2o !’ 235 ’A 37 ’ *•* 

archivist could have ventured on the T^oYZ Sprt e .BftS&ES-S 
been accurately specified ” in Mr. Morrin’s Calendar. paiaon Had not 

|| “ Record Revelations,” p. 67. 
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against Mr. Morrin. He has continually held up the superiority of the Calendar 
“ executed under so eminent a scholar as Hardiman ”* for the Irish Record 
^° m ^ ISSIOri ’ as c° m pared with “the defective and inaccurate work” put forth by 
Mr. Morrin And yet, in the only fragment of this Calendar, of the reign of 
Henry VIII., as printed and published by that Commission, these special pardons 
are frequently omitted, whilst they are supplied in the corresponding pages of 
Mr. Morrin s work.f In the same breath he condemns Mr. Morrin for omitting 
to do that which he applauds the Record Commissioners for leaving undone. 
For a very slight examination of the two Calendars might have convinced him 
that there is no important information given in the one which is not to be found 
in the other;, and if one is executed in a scholar-like manner, Mr. Morrin’s 
Calendar, which in fact supplies important information omitted by the former, 
is so far entitled to the same commendation. 

We pass on to the next accusation, viz. 4 “ That the grants of lands as here 
given are defective, misleading, and may be prejudicial to the public, because, 
in the majority of cases, the Calendars do not mention all the lands granted, 
and seldom specify the counties or localities of those enumerated.” This charge 
is open to the same objection as most of the other charges brought forward by' 
the archivist. It is vague and indefinite. The archivist has taken no pains 
to determine how far the defective information of which he complains is charge- 
able upon Mr. Morrin, and how far it is due to Mr. Morrin’s materials. He says 
that “ in the majority of cases the Calendars do not mention all the lands granted, 
and seldom specify the counties.” Is he prepared to say, by actual examination 
of the originals, that the lands and counties are always specified in the rolls? 
If he is not, what is- the worth of such an accusation ? By what right is 
Mr. Morrin charged with these deficiencies ? If he is, we think it would 
not be difficult to refer him to instances of such grants where the counties are 
not mentioned in the rolls. At the same time we agree with him in thinking that 
wherever localities and sub-denominations are found in the originals they ought 
to appear in the abstracts. Such notices ol lands and their occupiers are of the 
utmost importance to the topographer, the historian, and the lawyer ; and if 
omitted are apt, as the archivist justly observes, “ to mislead the public.” 

But it must be remembered that, though the insertion of so many minute 
details adds greatly to the value of a Calendar, it adds also to the bulk of it ; 
and editors convinced quite as much as the archivist himself of the importance 
of such minutice have often been deterred by this and similar considerations from 
inserting such detailed information in their Calendars. It is only of late years, 
under your Honor’s directions, and by a better understanding of this subject, 
that a more definite and systematic method of calendaring has been adopted. 
Until then editors were allowed to act upon their own discretion ; no rules 
were given them. Some followed the shorter and more jejune method justly 
condemned by the archivist, some the more detailed : and not unfrequently, from 
the absence of clear and precise principles, the same editor oscillated between the 
two methods, now following one and then the other, misleading his readers, as 
the archivist observes, and conveying to them inadequate and erroneous notions 
of his originals. But it must be remembered that in their primary purpose 
these Calendars served to no higher use than as official repertories ; they were 
compiled solely for the benefit of record officers, at a time when a very limited 
access to the originals was granted to the public on the payment of fees, and there 
was no desire to communicate to readers any information beyond the mere 
existence of the rolls. Government has of late years adopted a more generous 
and enlightened policy : it has permitted free and gratuitous access to the public 
muniments ; it has thrown open to the historian, the biographer, the antiquarian, 
and the topographer the most precious materials for their several pursuits,, 
materiids which, in former years, could scarcely have been obtained at any cost, 
and were certainly unattainable by any but a favoured few. To give effect and 
validity to this inestimable boon, the full value of which w 7 e are not yet in a con- 
dition to appreciate, the Government has ordered Calendars to be compiled, not 
merely, as before, for the exclusive benefit of certain individuals, who had a 
. pecuniary 


* “ Record Revelations,” pp. 72-3. 
t See pp. 2, 6, 7, 8, 9, 29. 

t “ Record Revelations,” p. 165. Special instances are given at p. 144. 
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pecuniary interest in these papers, but for all classes of readers to whom the 
information contained in them could be of use. Without such Calendars free 
access to the records would be no better than a dead letter. And as from 
changes in the law. the mere legal value of these documents diminishes every day, 
the expense incurred in the preservation of them can only be justified on the 
supposition of their utility to other classes of inquirers than the lawyer and 
the record agent. The Government has unconsciously become the custodian of 
historical papers, in comparison with which the most costly collections of 
manuscripts sink into insignificance as to number and interest. Henceforth no 
history can be written, general or particular, local or otherwise, affecting this or 
indeed any other country, — no investigations into the politics, finance, taxation, 
population, or colonization, of the United Kingdoms can be deemed satisfactory 
in which the authentic and definite information to be found among the national 
records was overlooked. But that information can only be made available by 
Calendars ; and, so far, the language of the archivist may be considered as the 
expression of Irish scholars and of historians in general, that without just and 
accurate Calendars the public records, even with the freest access, “ are as a 
sealed book and comparatively useless.”* 

We think, therefore, that in this respect Mr. Morriu’s work does not come up 
to the requirements of modern scholars, and that, either from a dread of being 
too minute, or from an absence of definite directions on the subject, or through 
a rigid adherence to the specimen of the Calendar of Henry VIII. left by the 
Record Commissioners, Mr. Morrin injudiciously omitted, in certain instances, 
specifications of lands and localities which are found in the original rolls. We 
regret this the more, because in so doing Mr. Morrin seems to us to have departed 
from that earlier and sounder judgment by which he was guided when engaged 
with Mr. liatchell in completing the unfinished Calendar of the Patent Rolls 5 of 
James 1. In that case, so far as we have been able to ascertain, not only were 
all the specifications of lands and localities found upon the rolls accurately 
given by Mr. Hatchell and Mr. Morrin, but important omissions of the earlier 
Calendar were supplied. Happily the error is not without a remedy, and we 
have suggested that remedy at the close of our Report. 

There yet remains another charge to be dealt with before we close this division 
of our subject. The archivist objects, “ that the charters, royal letters, eccle- 
siastical and municipal documents on the Patent Rolls, as presenied in these 
volumes, are defective and unreliable, because the Calendar-versions omit various 
important portions of them, give incorrect decipherments of some, and inaccurate 
translations of others. ’’f 

In support of this assertion he has produced inst^ices of erroneous abstracts 
in two charters, one connected with the cathedral of St. Patrick (Cal. I. 152), the 
other with the church of St. Audoen (lb. 1. 331), and he points out erroneous 
translations of certain obsolete terms in the charter of Clonmel (lb. II. 210).J 
The misreadings noticed in his pamphlet at p. 162 we will consider afterwards. 
Now, how far on such premises as these the archivist was justified in drawing 
the general conclusion, that all “ the charters, royal letters, ecclesiastical and 
municipal documents, as presented in these volumes, are defective and unreliable,” 
because he discovered errors in three instances in nearly 2,000 pages, we need 
not decide. If he had shown any reluctance in entering on this inquiry, or 
greater moderation in his method of conducting it ; if he had not caught at every 
opportunity of rendering his opponent odious and ridiculous, we might have 
assumed that the instances produced by him were no more than specimens of 
errors in Mr. Morrin : s work, by which the whole might be tested, not occasional 
blots ; but from the temper in which his pamphlet is written, we cannot doubt 
that, had other instances as flagrant presented themselves to the archivist, he would 
have referred to them, and strengthened his case by producing them. As it is, we 
must consider that, more like an advocate than a judge, he has made out the worst 

indictment 


* “ Such omissions may entail serious pecuniary losses to individuals, since legal investigators, 
accepting these volumes as faithful indices to the Rolls, will be misled into concluding lands to 
have clear titles, although, in reality, subject to heavy reversionary claims, the entries of which 
on the Rolls are at present inaccessible to the public, in consequence of the defective mode in 
which the so-called ‘Calendars’ have been compiled.” — “Record Revelations/’ p. 148. 

+ lb. p. 165. 
t lb. pp. 150, 152, 158. 
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indictment he could against Mr. Morrin. In reality his case amounts to little more 
than this, viz. : that in two charters, out of several thousand abstracts, Mr. Morrin 
has erroneously described the purport of one paragraph in each, and by a com- 
mon error has misread n. for 11, in one, and Ardry for Andrew in another.* 

The mis-translations to which the archivist refers are taken exclusively from 
one charter, that of the town of Clonmell, and relate to the tolls allowed to be 
taken by the corporation in the reign of Edward III. These tolls are expressed 
in obscure and barbarous Latin, the exact meanings of which have been much 
controverted. In reference to this charter, it is stated in the Reports upon the 
Municipal Corporations in Ireland, that “ a great portion of the imports are 
specified in antiquated terms, difficult to be understood, and of ti e meaning of 
which the toll-collectors acknowledge their ignorance.”t This, then, is a peculiar 
document, affording no fair specimen of those wiiich constitute the main body of 
Mr. Morrin’s work ; and a sound archasologist might easily fall into mistakes 
as to the meaning of some of the terms employed in so obscure and intricate a 
subject.^ In a list of articles exceeding 70 in number, and embracing all descrip- 
tions of merchandise, and their peculiar measures and packages, Mr. Morrin is 
charged with the following errors : — 

1. “ De quolibet bolt de Eylesham,’'\ i.e., “ for every bolt of Eylesliam or 
Aylsham : ’ (a manufacturing town in Norfolk), Mr. Morrin has, “ for every bolt 
of Isinglass.’! 

2. “De 


* Whilst the archivist is so unsparing in his censure of the errors of others, he ought to have 
been more careful of his own ; thus at p. 150 he represents Mr. Morrin as using the name 
Sir Anthony Scutleger, whereas it ought to be Sentleger, as given correctly by Mr. Morrin. 
In another quotation from the same charter, the archivist prints the paragraph thus: — “Shall 
make out true and perfitt inventori.” In the original it is : — 11 one true and • perfitt,” &c. 
Ten lines after he prints the words “by bill indeutid it ought to be indentid. Similar 
inaccuracies occur in his specimens of what a Calendar ought to be, specimens intended to 
challenge criticism, and therefore prepared with more than ordinary attention. Thus at p. 145 
of what he cabs a “ correct abstract ” as compared with Mr. Morrin’s, after the words “ manor 
of Kyi 1,” he omits “county of Kildare;” he prints “98$ of land ” for “ 93f acres of land ; 
he inserts words as on the roll which are not on the roll, e.g., “ Artreston, otherwise Artliurst.on, 
otherwise Artoreston ; ” after “66 acres ’’he omits the word “ arable ; ” “ Baronraghe ” he prints 
“ Baronsraghe^ otherwise Baronrathe;” “40 acres arable” he reads “10 acres arable.” He 
mis-translates the simple expression “ all of which extend ” into “ all which were extended,” 
and then glosses his mis-translation by another blunder, adding in brackets “ [surveyed],” as if 
that had been the meaning of the original. The word “altarages ” (altar dues) he renders “alterages.” 
In the next specimen of “ correct abstract ” he misreads “ Travers ” for “ Trawers ; ” translates 
“ dapifer” usher instead of sewer ; reads “ Tyrhill ” for “ Fyrhyll,” and subjoins, as if it occurred 
on the roll, “ Tyrrtyll.” The words “ in a grett and Little Newton,” he prints “in Agrett and 
Little Newton.” He omits the names of the tenants “ Christopher Ewstace, William Kcllye, and 
Robert Hussy;” transforms “ Cornyllys ” into “ Cornelle’s ; ” writes “ Cariow co. ” for “ Dublin 
co. ; ” omits, after the word “ Baltinglas,” the important clause “ which mill and 80 acres now or 
late in the possession of Alice Ewstace, widow ;” and leaves out, from the date of the document, 
the word' “ Dublin.” In the next instance, after the word “ Donbrodi,” lie omits “ county of 
Wexford;” translates the word “ weir ” into “ fishing-stream ; ” leaves out the name of the tenant 
“ Stephen Deverex,” and the description, “ pasture and wood ” after “ 20 acres.” In the speci- 
fication of towns “ Ballymadder ” is entirely unnoticed, and “ Knockansawne ” appears as 
“ Knoclcansowne.” 

In his latest effort in the same direction (Appendix, 2d edition, p. 197), where he has returned 
to similar attacks on Mr. Morrin, the abstracts of the archivist are not more free from errors, e.g., 
“ alterages ” for “ altarages ; ” “ 6 s. 8 d. ” for “ 6 s. ; ” “ Bronkar ” for “ Brounkar ; ” “ Ballygille- 
cheine”"for “ Ballygillocheime;” still worse, for “ three acres of meadow,” he gives “ three acres 
country measure,” misreading “ prat’,” i.e.,prati, for patriot. In the next “ Coolcliarbuee” appears as 
“ Coolcharond,” “ Kiltegin ” as “ Keltevan,” and “ Graigmo'ssalevally ” is transformed into “ Graige- 
nose, Levally ” (sic). “ Kilmartyn, Balingarry,” is misprinted by him “ Kilmart, in Ballingarry,” 
with many more of the same kind. 

In other instances, he taxes Mr. Morrin with committing blunders where he himself is wrong 
and Mr. Morrin is right; thus, at p. 201 (2d edition), he condemns Mr. Morrin for spelling the 
word Aghmaeartie, adding 11 sic" as if to draw attention to the fact, and spells the word in his 
own abstract four times Aghmacarte, adding a note that the name is incorrectly styled Aghmaeartie 
in the Calendar, whereas in all these instances lie is wrong, and the reading in the original is 
exactly as Mr. Morrin has given it ! . . 

If to magnify slight errors of this kind into a charge of incompetency, ignorance and chaotic 
blunders” would be unjust to this writer, as all candid men will allow, with what feelings must the 
archivist regret his own attempt to exaggerate into such disproportionate importance similar 
errors when committed by Mr. Morrin? 

f “ Record Revelations,” p. 844. 

t This charter will be found in the Calendar, II. 210. 

§ The observations of the archivist on this and other obscure terms in this charter display 
much research and acuteness. . . , 

|| Mr. Morrin’s explanation of this extraordinary mistake may he seen at p. 16 [posteaj. 
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qualibet, pecia panni de jkgis” (on the Roll, legis), “ for every uieoe 
of cloth, ale /ejis (the exact meaning of which is not known) Mr Morrin 

Mr M„n-,v7 P ‘T ° l0th ° f u SyS ( ° r The archivist, who misquo™ 

Mr. Mon in s m oids, represents him as saying “pieces of flvs ” (n lkrjr a 
asserts that this “ is, in the original, pieces of doth froL kgi in Norfolk 
at tides also frequently mentioned in Anglo-Irish documents of th/l4th centorv 
for this assertion he produces no authority,- here, at all events it , I? 
m the original it is not flegis, but legis, or perhaps 4^ » ’ 

t .C"pite syndmis,” Mr. Morrin translates “for everv head of 
yarn. The archivist contends it should be, •• for every 10 ells of fine linen ” f 

avi^ Tm. c^stSers;; by 

lated, "ha" latclmri 'vrare.” ^ tat * ‘Tj 

8 Edw. II. to the City of London batena l thus ^phrased -«De 
centena ponder, s batena; sc. bacinorum, potellarum, ollarum, et potteriorllT 

grave mStake 0 ^*^’’ Mo ™ has ‘^slated “**<’ instead of saddle, -a 


7. “ De quolibet crannoco brasice i.e. 
hay,” as rendered by Mr. Morrin. 


r crannock of malt,’ 


not “ load of 


'^^^'^^on'iGrtns'quoted^^^^rchivist^t p^l 62 ^ 

greatei is the praise due to the archivist for working out their true solution 

^s£S5S3A-i#Sr= I 

_____ We 

of z$ s o?^?TJ£zz 'i “ P-e of cloth 

that tile words should be « pieces of cloth from Fierro- in ^ app , ear - c HiS °. wn suggestion, 

West FI egg are not the names of any town or village h^cff’ n , eCS co " firm ation. East and 
Meanwhile, as we have said, the original is legis or iSn'a rtfe ° bs . c 1 , ure 1 hundred s in Norfolk, 

so much alike that they are not easily distinguished ’ pi w “r" 1 t , hedocument b emg written 
Leyden or Liege, this being the old Latirf name Soth t ^ would be clolh of 

on so obscure a subject. b ° th places - We forbea >-, however, to dogmatize 

•t See the remarks of the archivist, p. 157 

we ^ it is onlyjm,, Mr. Morrin that 
Master of file Rolls i„ I,.£d !- ‘ * b " P °' ntS ln a le,,er by him to the 

in **' I ^ve mistranslated the word ‘ EvMmn,/ 
of the late Record c“ssi„n Zm W - 6 “*>■«•’ K"** tboWistenc’e 

was employed as one of th" “ fta iff' 7 t “** *<*"• 

having purchased it from him T Iihvp ' , K' ossai y -t have now m my possession, 

considering it a work of great ability • and theword wdl h* “ akl "S tra nslations of our olcl records, 
of Isingham,’ which I followed, the ’latter word hpina-? 6 tke , r . e trans ]. at ed, ‘for every bolt 
an error of the press, the word was printed Isinglass “and L°/ / ^ f ' aSeS f E y le s ham 5 but > b y 
word is printed with a capital I, as proof that the word wn C ; Ism S liam - 1 Ina )' observe that the 
“At p. 155, it is alleged that ’< for ev "y piece ^of cWh of ^ namo in MS. 

‘.de qualibet pecia panni de legis: Those 7 words T transit , . y t1 or de 8' s , ls a mistranslation of 
Groves. Archivist (p. 155) mis-states^ th , e CaIenda '- on the authority of 

■which render the translation correct. The word ‘ fw4° ,mU Vfl g tb f ds ‘ of cloth’ and ‘flegs,’ 
the Drogheda schedule of tolls; and at pace 845 of 'the P f°/o day ’. wiU be found in 
cipal Corporations in Ireland, in the schedule nf n « 1? E ' epo '' t of tb( “ Commissioners of Muni- 
at page 844, states : — ‘A ereat norrion ef/l L -° f Dl0gI,eda ’ d ^translated ‘flege.’ The report, 
to be understood, and of the meaning of which^rtoll^ 6 p pe . Clfied ant iquated terms, difficult 
and which, of course, do not afford anv , J ■ colle< r t 1 ors acknowledge their ignorance, 
the exaction of tolls.’ 7 practical guidance, either to tnem or to the public, in 
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"Vh e proceed to the last cnarge, of “ incorrect decipherments,” or, in other 
words, mistakes made by Mr. Morrin in reading the language of the originals. 
We must call your Honour’s attention to the facts, of which you are well aware, 
that these rolls are written in a very difficult hand, the complete mastery of which 
is comparatively a rare accomplishment; that this difficulty is increased by the 
use of contractions,, and often by mutilations and stains, to which these rolls 
have been exposed in a long series of years. Like most of the formal documents 
of that period, the sense is obscured and perplexed by interminable parentheses 
and tedious reiterations, for the distinguishing of which there existed none of the 
modern mechanical contrivances of stops and capitals (at least in the sense now 
recognised). The very form of the roll, written in long lines, closely packed, 
imposes the need of increased vigilance on the reader, and prevents him from 
catching the sense of a paragraph as in modem printing; and the sense itself, 
often suspended in a sentence of 20 lines or more, and modified by intercala- 
tions scarcely less long, demands an amount of patience and skill, if it is I o be 
accurately represented by the editor, of which very few are aware who have not 
attempted it. Perhaps if our modern Acts of Parliament were written in crabbed 
Latin, in a kind of mediaeval short-hand, and an editor were appointed to con- 
dense the sense of them into 10 or 12 lines of readable English, from which 
no essential clause, no names of places or persons should be omitted, a fair 
notion might be formed ol the difficulties to be grappled with in framing an 
accurate Calendar of the Patent and Close Rolls. But with these differences : 
in the former case the epitomiser would be dealing with modern subjects, modern 
ideas, familiar names ; he would have all the advantages which three centuries 
have effected in clearness of arrangement, in printing, and the mechanical con- 
trivances of modern types ; he would have an unsullied page placed before him. 
With the decipherer of these ancient records the reverse "of all this is the case. 
But there is another difficulty with which the editor of a Calendar has to con- 
tend besides those already mentioned, besides the ambiguity of handwriting and 
peculiarity of contractions, upon which we have not insisted. These Patent and 
Close Rolls were copied by scribes from the original letters close and patent ; if 
the scribe were careless, he committed blunders, especially in names and words 
little known. In more than one instance where the archivist has accused Mr. 
Morrin of blundering, the blunder (if it be such) is not Mr. Morrin’s but the 
original scribe’s ; and these unfounded charges are a proof to us that, whilst the 
archivist apparently professes to correct Mr. Mon-in’s supposed errors from the 
originals, he never consulted the originals; or, if he did, he has misread them in 
numerous instances, and fallen into errors for which he condemns Mr. Morrin. 

It 


“At the same page it is alleged, that ‘a head of yam ’ is a wrong translation for ‘ capite de 
syndonis’ Syndon, sindon or cindon, per se, means linen ; but, preceded by ‘ caput,’ I have been 
accustomed to translate it ‘ head of yarn,’ on the authority of Groves. 

“At page 157, it is alleged that ‘haberdashery’ is a mistranslation of the words ‘ averio de 
ponder' or 1 avoir de pels.’ In a charter of Henry IV. I find the word written ‘ aver de pays; 
in the charter of Drogheda, ‘ aver de panes,’ and in the charter of Galway, ‘ aver de pis,’ placed 
in a manner precisely similar to the words ‘ aver de ponder’ in the charter of Clonmel in the 
Calendar, namely, after the word ‘ scroffe.’ The words ‘ aver de paues ’ are translated in Groves’s 
glossary ‘ haberdashery’ and the word I used as conveying, what I considered, a correct trans- 
lation, relying on the authoiity of the glossary. In the charter of Galway the words ‘ aver de 
pis’ are translated ‘goods’ by Hardiman. The quotation in the pamphlet — 

‘ Hail be ye marchans, with your great packes 
Of draperie, avoir de peise, and yor wol saekes,’ — 

shows it cannot mean ‘ avoir du pois,’ but must mean some kind of goods or ‘ haberdasherv.’ 
The derivation of the word ‘ haberdashery ’ seems not to be accurately known ; but Richardson, 
in his Dictionary, suggests that it comes from a corruption of the French ‘ avoir,’ and shows that 
‘ avoir du pois ’ was formerly ‘ liaber du pois.’ Holyoak’s Dictionary gives a ‘ haberdasher of 
small wares,’ and ‘ hater du pois, a pound weight.’ It is very probable that .haberdashery may 
originally have meant small wares sold by ‘ liaber du pois.’ 

“ At pages 157, 158, it is alleged that ‘batter’ is a mistranslation of the word ( batri,’ in the 
following instance: ‘ de quolibetfraiello de batri;’ and it is said that ‘bateria ’ is a Latin form of 
‘ batterie de cuisine.’ These words I translated ‘trail of batter,’ on the authority of Groves’s 
glossary. The word will be found thus written in a charter of 49 Edward III. : ‘ de qualibet 
centena cujuscunque bateria, aris vel cupri, operati vel non operati.’ Batteria, or batri, is, I 
believe, a monkish Latin word signifying plates of metal, formed by being beaten.’ The transla- 
tion, given on the authority of Groves, is as good as can be found : it does not necessarily mean 
the modern word ‘ batter,’ ‘ a fluid beaten substance, so called because it is formed by being 
beaten.’ ” 

35- C 
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It was on the presumption of the superior skill of the archivist, and his superior 
fidelity in consulting the originals, that his criticisms gained credit among Irish 
scholars. They would have attached much less importance to his censures had 
they been aware that these criticisms were in a great degree based on pre- 
sumptive evidence only, and that the archivist, in accusing Mr. Morrin of 
unfaithfulness to his originals, had never consulted those originals himself. 

Thus at page 162 of his pamphlet he says : “ At page 426 of Vol. I. we read 
at the close of a deed relating to Kenlis in Ossory, witnesses ‘ the Lord Ollor 
Bishop: This prelate, ‘ translated ’ by the Calendars into the ranks of the Irish 
hierarchy, was never before heard of ; ” and he adds, “ the name so deciphered 
being , in the original, ‘ Domino Episcopo Ossorierasi ; ’ ” whereas in the original 
it is pi-ecisely as Mr. Morrin has given it. 

Again, he treats the Calendar with contempt for the following signatures: 
“ Thomas Dar;” “ Jenico, Viscount of G. ; ” “ Oliver, P. B. of Louth,” and 
a variety of others.* We have carefully examined the originals of all these 
instances produced by the archivist, and find them to have been faithfully repre- 
sented by Mr. Morrin. At page 162 the archivist remarks : “ Saints Cuan and 
Brogan are deciphered into ‘ Koam and Borgam.’ ” The original is “ Koam 
et Borgam,” or more probably “ Koani et Borgani ; ” but as in both forms these 
words would be written precisely alike in the manuscript, the point cannot be 
decided. « Defalcation of the priests,” a quotation in a note by Mr. Morrin, 
taken from another book, is a misprint for “ prests,” as the sense shows ; but, in 
order to take advantage of this slip, the archivist has the bad faith to print the 
passage l ' defalcations of imprests,” f instead of the true reading, “ defalcation 
of the prests.” A little further he is facetious on Mr. Morrin for transforming 
St. Nuaninto Nogan, “ a name applied in Ireland to a wooden milk-vessel!” 
(page 163). It is St. Nogan in the original. Elsewhere, for writing “ Le 
Hogges ” in the more modern form of “ Hoggs,” he says he is reminded by Mr. 
Morrin of the pugna porconm. 

We notice these things with great reluctance. We regret to see criticism 
descending to such trivialities where a grave book is concerned, and in which not 
only the personal credit of more than one person is involved, but the efforts of the 
Government to render Irish records accessible to Irish scholars, and give those 
who desire it an opportunity of studying the history of that country in the only 
satisfactory manner in which it can be studied, are treated with so little regard 
to truth, moderation and candour. Our object is simply to pronounce on the 
facts of the case, without inculpating the archivist or defending Mr. Morrin. 
We admit that the latter has been guilty of errors which we would gladly 
have seen avoided ; we admit also that the archivist has done good service to 
the cause of historical literature in pointing out those errors. At the same 
time, we cannot see without pain and regret his anxiety to crush Mr. Morrin 
at all hazards, and indifference as to the means employed for accomplishing 
this purpose. He (we use the singular for convenience only, not knowing whether 
there be one or more authors of the pamphlet in question) has, with the same 
unsparing severity hurled every kind of charge against the Calendars, whether 
they were true or false, weighty or trivial, and has throughout shown himself 
more hasty to prefer than able to substantiate his accusations. Such methods 
of attack may triumph for a time, but that triumph is dearly bought which brings 
lasting discredit upon the author ; and we trust, after the careful examination we 
have made of Mr. Morrin’s Calendars and the charges of his opponent, all of 
which we have most minutely examined with the originals, that Irish scholars 
will be better able and more willing to do justice to both parties. 

The archivist sums up his labours in these words :± “ Thus these Calendars " 
have not only failed to fulfil any one of the objects for which works of this class 
are recorded, but also, as defective and inaccurate abstracts of original records, 
they may, in the words of a late English paleographer, prove ‘ equally dangerous" 
to truth, property, and to liberty itself.’ ” 

Commentary on such language is superfluous. 


* P. 163. 

t Ilis words are, “ is in the original, ‘ defalcations of imprests.”’ Whether such assertions 
result from carelessness or bad faith, we cannot determine. They are equally fatal to the case of 
the archivist and the charge he brings. 

J P. 165. 
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2. Objections to Prefaces and Notes. 

We have, we believe, noticed all the objections brought by the archivist 
against the text of Mr. Morrin’s Calendar, and have now only to confine our 
remarks to the prefaces and the notes. The prefaces of the two volumes, for 
Mr. Morrin was requested by the Government to add no preface to the third 
volume, extend to 1 1 7 pages. If it is intended that this restriction shall remain 
in force, we do not see that we are called upon to interpose our judgment 
between Mr. Morrin and his opponent ; the Government has, in effect, already 
decided the question.* At best it is a literary question ; it has nothing to do 
with the substance of Mr. Morrin s hook ; it does not affect his accuracy or 
ability as a calendarer of records. With the latter, as a question of facts, we 
feel ourselves competent to deal ; on the other, so far as it is a matter of opinion, 
we do not propose to enter. The facts, as stated by the archivist, j‘ are these : 
that of the prefaces, occupying 117 pages of these two volumes, seven-eighths 
there given as the result of original labour and research have been abstracted 
verbatim, without the slightest acknowledgment, from previously printed books ; 
and the remainder is composed of partly admitted quotations and inaccurate 
original observations. In substantiating this charge, the archivist prints several 
extracts, amounting in all to 10 pages, or somewhat less, of the 117, in which 
Mr. Morrin has adopted the ideas, and generally the very words, of other archi- 
vists, without any direct acknowledgment. Mr. Morrin’s answer to this charge 
will be found in the Appendix. As the archivist is not always exact in his 
statements, we do not know, in the absence of proof, how far we are to accept as 
literally true his assertion that “ seven-eighths’’ of Mr. Morrin’s prefaces 
are “ extracted verbatim” from previously- printed books. So far as the extracts 
themselves are concerned, they do not appear to us to possess any great merit, 
either of originality or fine writing. They are such as would have occurred, we 
suppose, to most men who possessed an ordinary familiarity with records ; and 
but for the labours of the archivist in pointing them out, we should never have 
detected them as rising above the general pitch of Mr. Morrin’s observations or 
style of writing. Our only surprise is that he should have borrowed from others 
what he could just as well have written himself. But we prefer leaving Mr. 
Morrin’s explanation to Mr. Morrin. As regards notes, we think your Honor 
has wisely imposed restrictions in this respect upon the editors employed by 
you in England, and that where notes are allowed, they should be confined to 
the briefest explanations of difficulties as to dates, or readings or meanings of 
words, or occasional references to important documents, necessary for the eluci- 
dation of the text. They should not expand into archeological disquisitions 
only incidentally connected with an editor’s work. In some instances of this 
kind Mr. Morrin seems to have been more generous than prudent. 

Finally, as to the charge of the archivist that Mr. Morrin is ignorant of the 
distinction of Patent and Close Rolls, and that in prefixing this title to liis book, 
which does not contain a single Close Roll, he has given indisputable indications 
of his incompetency, we have only to observe that, if the critic had studied the 
originals, he would have discovered that this title is found on the Roll itself, 

5 Edw. VI., viz., “ Rotulus Clausus Patentium Cancellar. Iiibern. de anno R. 
Edwardi Sexti quinto.” His dissertation on the differences of the Close and 
Patent Rolls, and the inference he endeavours to establish to the prejudice of 
Mr. Morrin, are inapplicable. True in theory and as applied to the more regular 
practice prevailing in England, in Ireland the essential distinction between Close 
and Patent Rolls was disregarded, and the series edited by Mr. Morrin con- 
tinued to be known and called by the name of “ Close and Patent Rolls,” even 
when no letters close were entered upon them. 

3. Suggestions. 

It now only remains for us to consider two points : 1st, in what way the 
omissions and errors of Mr. Morrin’s Calendar may best be remedied ; and, 
2 dly, 

* Mr. Peel stated in the House of Commons, 16 th July 1863, “that the text was the only part 
of Mr. Morrin’s work for which he had received any remuneration ; for the Treasury had refused 
to pay for the prefaces, they being no part of the work engaged for.” We have accordingly 
thought it no part of our commission to enter upon any of the discussions raised by the archivist 
touching these prefaces, beyond the simple fact of plagiarism, 
f P. 11. 
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2dly, what rales should be adopted in the volumes intended for publication 
herereafter. 

In regard to the former, we see no great difficulty. The main substantial 
objection affecting the utility of Mr. Morrin’s Calendars is the omission of 
localities and subdenominations of lands mentioned in the Rolls. We there- 
fore propose that Mr. Morrin should compile a complete index of all names of 
persons and places mentioned in the Rolls, whether found in his Calendars or 
not ; in other words, a perfect Index Nominum et Locorum, from the reign of 
Henry VIII., where his work begins, to the end of the reign of Charles I. ° this 
index to be made applicable to the volume, page, and number of the entry of 
Mr. Morrin’s own Calendars. Such an index will be of incomparable advantage • 
it will at once supply all the omissions of which the archivist complains ; it will 
form a complete repertory of names, the like of which is greatly needed and does 
not exist ; it will not only add much to the value of Mr. Morrin’s work but 
make it, without question, the most valuable by far of any Calendar compiled 
from public papers. Such a work will, no doubt, impose much labour on 
Mr.- Morrm, and we therefore recommend that he should have aid in its compila- 
tion if he require it, and that the remuneration should be on a scale commensurate 
with the arduousness of tin: task. 

For the ordinary blunders of misreading, or mistranslations, or errors in date it 
will be sufficient for Mr. Morrin to add a table of corrigenda , especially where 
these corrections cannot be made, as we anticipate many of them can be made 
in the index we propose. We may observe that snch an index as we have here 
suggested, though somewhat unusual, is not without precedent. The Univer- 
sity oi Oxford, in one of its latest catalogues of a large collection of its MSS has 
sanctioned the compilation of an index of names, &c., not referring to the calen- 
dar or catalogue, but to the MSS. themselves from which the catalogue is com- 
piled. If what is here expressed be not sufficiently intelligible, we shall be 
happy at any time to explain our meaning in greater detail to your Honor. 

It will be seen by these remarks that we folly anticipate that Mr. Morrin will 
be directed to complete his volumes, including the reign of James I. ; and in so 
doing we think it desirable that Mr. Morrin should follow .the modus operandi 
adopted by himself and Mr. Hatchell in their continuation of the Calendar published 
by the Irish Record Commissioners,* with these additional cautions 

'• I? all cases where it is not obvious from the abstract itself, it should be 
stated in what language each document is written. 

2. The full date, and the place from which it is dated, should always be given. 

3. All names of persons and places which occur in the originals must appear 

in the abstracts. 6 * * * * 11 


4. The spelling of all names should be preserved as in the original roll ; and 
n the spelling varies, the editor is to follow the variation, without attempting to 
reduce the spelling to consistency. 

5. Where obsolete words occur, as to the interpretation of which there is a 

doubt, the original Latin should be given in brackets, thus [ ] and 

the English meaning subjoined. J ’ 

6. Needless circumlocution, such as “ lordship or manor,” “ rights and mem- 

bers “ tenements and cottages,” “fortresses and castles,” and all' formal phrases 

employed in the conveyance of land, are to be avoided. We consider, for the 

purposes of a calendar, that the words, “ manor, with appurtenances in A., B., 
0., etc., will be sufficient; and that it is not necessary to specify the extent or 
description of acreage of the several dependencies. Not that such information is 
not valuable ; but regard must be had to space, and the main duty of a calendared 
is to compile such an abstract, or rather such an index, to the materials 
contained in the Rolls as shall guide, not supersede, the search of the inquirer. 
It is enough for the lawyer, topographer, or antiquarian to learn that information 

of 


* Of this Calendar it will be sufficient to state that no copies are accessible to the public. It 
was never completed by the Commissioners, and from the very first was defective in one most 
important particular, by omitting all charters of corporate towns and cathedrals, state papers, 
proclamations, commissions, &c., all of which were reserved for future volumes. In fact, it was 
trom the outset a calendar of certain documents which appeared on the Rolls, and not of all. 
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of which he is in quest is to be found in such and such documents; and this 
information ought to be conveyed in the briefest possible manner consistent with 
correctness. That is all most inquirers either wish or require. No abstract, how- 
ever detailed, will satisfy all classes of inquirers. We think also that space 
might be gained by using single letters for words of ordinary recurrence, as m., 
manor; co., county of; s. h., son and heir; wardship and m., wardship and 
marriage ; and in liveries of lands we recommend the condensed form employed 
in the English State Paper Calendar of Henry VIII. 

7. Royal letters, whether addressed to the Privy Council in Ireland or not, 
ought to be abridged, like other documents. We think they are given needlessly 
in extenso by Mr. Morrin. 

The measures we have proposed will remedy the deficiencies and omissions 
complained of in Mr. Morrin’s Calendars, but will not remedy the defects of 
the Patent Rolls themselves. For that purpose something more is required ; 
and although the archivist is not justified in visiting upon Mr. Morrin errors 
and defects not chargeable on him, but on his materials, he is justified in com- 
plaining that “ the Patent Rolls themselves ” are “ incredibly defective in their 
contents ”* and we search them in vain “for various important Irish grants 
passed during the reigns of Henry VIII., Edward VI., Mary, and Elizabeth.” 
Of such grants passed under the Great Seal the archivist has published a long- 
list, — omitted, not, as he says, “ in the Calendars,” but, as he ought to have 
said, from the Rolls themselves, “and embodying information of the most 
important nature to investigators of almost every class ” (p. 64). Mr. Morrin, 
as will be seen, had called attention to this important fact in his prefaces. Of 
6,625 royal fiats or warrants, many were never enrolled. These fiats, or fiants, 
constituted the form and authority of letters patent issued by the Chancellor, 
and were retained in the Chancery as the authority for the letters patent being 
issued. But from carelessness, irregularity, or other causes, in engrossing the 
patents on the Rolls, these fiants remain at the present day as the only evidence 
in the Rolls Office of important events, and would, under more favourable cir- 
cumstances, and ought to have appeared upon the Rolls. To the Rolls, calen- 
dared by Mr. Morrin these fiants are, in their nature, an essential supplement; 
and it is only by an accident, such as we have described, that no trace of their 
contents is now found on the Rolls. This has been a fertile source of disappoint- 
ment undoubtedly to many inquirers, as it has been the main cause of the errors 
and confusion into which the archivist lias more than once fallen. And not the 
archivist only. We, therefore, suggest to your Honor that it would be very 
desirable to have a calendar made of these fiants to supply the deficiencies of 
the Patent Rolls. It may be sufficient to observe that in this class of records 
curious notices are preserved of eminent men of both countries. The archivist 
has mentioned no less than four such instances referring to the poet Spenser 
alone, and another to the poet’s intimate friend, Lodwick Bryskett, disclosing 
facts unknown to former biographers.f The first of these we have given at 
length in our Appendix, as a specimen of this class of records. It contains an 
interesting memorandum at its close, which appears to have escaped the notice 
of the archivist. 

We have only to add, in conclusion, that it ought to be a subject of con- 
gratulation to Irish scholars that the cause of historical literature has not suffered 
% this controversy. For, putting aside the temper in which it has been some- 
times conducted, and its occasional transgression of the fair limits of literary 
controversy, it cannot be denied that it has elicited much acuteness of reasoning, 
no little research, and considerable information of the bearings of these documents 
upon history, law and antiquities. It will also serve as a warning against care- 
less and perfunctory methods of calendaring. That mode which was formerly 
confined to a brief and vague description of documents, owing to the searching- 
criticism it has received in this pamphlet, has now become impossible. To your 
Honour, who has always been opposed to that method, it will be no novel thing 
to hear it stigmatised as worse than inefficacious and unreliable ; or to be told 
that public opinion demands that these official Calendars— if they are to be 
worthy of the patronage under which they are issued, and justify the expense 

bestowed 


* P. 61. t P. 141. 
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bestowed upon them — must present accurate and faithful abstracts of the docu- 
ments they profess to describe. Whatever indulgence may be extended to 
occasional inaccuracies, to which all books are subject, to errors of omission, if 
we may judge from this pamphlet, no toleration will be given; and in that judg- 
ment, for our part, we are inclined to concur with the archivist, his readers, and 
many eminent Irish scholars. 

If we have not been sufficiently explicit in our remarks on any of the topics 
touched upon in this Report, we shall be glad of the opportunity of affording 
vour Honour, or the Lords of the Treasury, such fuller information as may 
be deemed desirable ; and we have the honour to be, 

Yours, & c. 

The Right Hon. T. Duffus Hardy. 

Sir John Romilly, Master of the Rolls, J. S. Braver. 

See. &c. &c. 


Appendix (A). 

Record Tower, Dublin Castle, 

My dear Sir, _ 26 August 1864. 

Among the papers which were left in the Record Tower by the late Record Commis- 
sioners, at the termination of their commission, I cannot discover any manuscript Calendar 
of the Patent Rolls, prepared by them, in addition to or in continuance of those which 
were printed and published. I have made personally the minutest search and examined, 
myself, all the documents and MSS. of the Commissioners, and I can report, with positive 
certainty, that no such manuscript Calendars are in my charge. . 

I have, however, found a very voluminous manuscript collection, apparently extending 
to many thousand pages, of what appears to be a repertory of names and places occurring, 
in the Patent Rolls of the reigns of Edward VI., Philip and Mary, and Elizabeth. I 
annex a specimen of these manuscript entries. 

I avail myself of this opportunity to send you a list of the unpublished MSS. of the 
late John Lodge. 

All these MSS. are of infinite public utility, but especially the “ Records of the Roils, 
a work which seems to me as near perfection as any production of the kind, can be. Is it 
not a grievous pity that, possessing as we do such a repertory, we do not print and publish 
it in its integrity? I venture to suggest that if this were done, if Lodge’s great work were 
(riven to the public, the greatest service would be rendered to all those interested in the 
history of Ireland, the transmission of her lands, and the preservation of her genealogy. 

There are also in this office Repertories to the Inquisitions of Munster and Connaught 
(Ulster and Leinster have been already published) which ought certainly to be printed; 
they appear to have been prepared for that purpose by the Commissioners, and in fact are 
indexed in their Eighth Report, p. 47 5. 

1 am, &c. 

T. Duffus Hardy, Esq. (signed) J. Barnard Burke, Ulster, 


Appendix (B). 

Rolls Office, Chancery, Dublin, 

Gentlemen, . 27 August 1864. 

In reply to your inquiry touching certain passages which appear in my prefaces to the 
Calendars of the Irish Patent Rolls, and alleged to be taken from eminent archeologists 
without due acknowledgment, I have to state that I have already notified to my Lords, 
through the Master of the Rolls, the circumstances under which these papers were given 
to the public. 

I had in the course of many years’ study collected into a common-place book, without 
any idea of publication at the time, a variety of passages, sometimes the result of my own 
observation, sometimes the suggestion of others, which tended to throw light upon the 
numerous record cases in which I feel interested or in which I was employed. 

After a long interval it naturally became difficult for me to determine how many of 
these remarks were my own, and for how much I was indebted to others; and when I came 
to mould them into form, I had in some instances lost all trace of the sources from which my 
information was derived, but whenever I was able to do so, I have carefully acknowledged 
my obligation, and I regret that I should not on all occasions by a more specific acknow- 
ledgment have been thought to have done full justice to the labours of my predecessors. 
I believe that in the great majority of these extracts I have specified the sources to which 
I was indebted for information, and whenever I have omitted to do so I am quite willing 
to make the requisite acknowledgment in whatever way you may consider will best meet 
the merits of the case ; in some instances I have been unjustly accused of copying passages 
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from reports of the Commissioners of words and translations of grants and charters, when 
in fact I have only adopted the phraseology unavoidable where independent inquirers are 
drawing from the same common source. 

In all cases where I have omitted to give suitable acknowledgments, I now desire to 
express my great regret for the omission ; my only object was to place before the reader 
all the information I could collect, without any desire to appropriate the labours of others. 

I have, &c. 

Messrs. Hardy and Brewer, (signed) James Morrin. 

&c. &c. 


Appendix (C). 

“ A. Grey. _ 

“ Plant literal Dominai Regime patentes in debita forma sequente : — Elizabeth Dei 
oratia Angliai, Francise et Hiberniai, &c., omnibus, &c. Sciatis quod nos, de gratia nostra 
speciali, ac ex certa scientia et mero motu nostris, de assensu praidilecti et fidelis consi- 
liarii nostri, Arthuri Grey, pneclari ordinis Garterii nostri militis, Domini Grey de Wilton, 
ac Deputati nostri Generalis regni nostri Hiberniai, dedimus et concessimus, ac per 
praisentes damus et concedimus, dilecto subdito nostro Edmundo Spenser, generoso, 
secretario predict! Deputati nostri regni nostri Hiberniai, officium Registrarii sive officium 
Clerici nostri in Cancellaria nostra, ad facultates infra regnum nostrum Hiberniai praidictum 
secundum formam cujusdam actus sive statutus Parliament xxviij. anno regni charissimi 
Patris nostri, Domini Henrici Octavi, apud Dublin in regno nostro Hiberniai tenti atque 
editi; ac ipsum Edmundum registrarium sive • clericum nostrum praidictum fecimus, 
constituimus, et ordinavimus, ac per praisentes facimus, constituimus et ordinamus: Haben- 
dum, gaudendum, exercendum et occupandum officium praidictum praifato Edmundo 
Spenser, quamdiu se bene gesserit, per se ipsum, vel per deputation suum sufficientem, 
aut deputatos suos sufficientes ; percipienda, levanda, et annuatim recipienda eidem 
Edmundo Spenser et assignatis suis, quamdiu se bene gesserit, . omnia talia feoda, vadia, 
regarda, commoditates, emolumenta et advantagia, et omnia alia proficua eidem officio, 
ratione dicti statuti, aut aliquo alio modo, pertinentia, spectancia, sive incumbencia. Eo quod 
expressamentiodevero valore annuo, aut de certitudine praunissorum, seu eorum alicujus, 
aut de aliis donis sive concessionibus per nos vel per aliquem progenitorum nostrorum 
eidem Edmundo Spenser ante haic tempora factis, in praisentibus minime facta existit, aut 
aliquo alio statuto, actu, ordinatione, sive provismne, aut aliqua alia re, causa, vel materia 
quacunque, in aliquo non obstante. In cujus rei testimonium, &c. Teste, &c. 

“ Deliberatum fuit in Cancellariam Hiberniai xxij. die Marcij, anno regni Reginai 
nostrai Elizabeth vicesimo tertio, ad exequendum. 

ec Given free from the Seale to Mr. Spencer in respect he .ys secretaire to the Right 
Honorable the L. Deputy.” 
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